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.IDENTIFIERS 

ABSTRACT • 

. , - Most teenagers learn to drive through a combination 
of classroom instruction, simulated driving experiences, and road 
driving. As part of a larger study focusing on public opinions of i 
traffic safety education, parental i views on safety education 
effectiveness, the licensing of teenage drivers, and parental 
involvement in driver education in the state of JWashiqtjton were 
solicited in a statewide survey Parents of recently licensed teenage 
drivers (553 mothers, 255 fathers',, and 24" guardians) , with an average 
of 25 'years of driving experience, completed a 22 question, one page * 
survey. An analysis of, the results showed that parents supported the 
requirement of a traffic sat€$ty education iTSE) course prior to 
licensing but did not -feel a. second, advanced course was necessary. 
Further, they believed tha£~ TSE was instrumental in helping teenagers 
to le?rn highway*' rules ana regulations and to* operate a motor vehicle,, 
in a 'safe manner.- Parents -supported the idea of a probationary 
license for 1-6-* and 17-year u olds which could be taken away for 
citations for poor performance. They did not support a restrictive 
license which would not allow 16- and 17-yeas-olds to drive between 
midnight and 6 a/m. Parents also did -aot believe \ students should be 
required %o wait until age 16 to enroll in TSE courses. The majority 
of parents reported helping their teenager learn to drive, spending 
an average of 38 hours in' the effort. Parents reported they were 
willing to pay part of the TSE course fee, and fhey felt a fee in the 
$3^1 to $45 range was appropriate. (BL) 
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The TSE survey of parents was among the projects irv the third area. Tlie survey 
*■ was planned and 'completed between January,/ 1982 and January, 1983,* This report. 

■ ■ " * , " . * ' 

describes the preliminary, findings from £he parent survey; * 



The Survey 



The survey was designed, to address" three br,oad questions: ^ 

1- How do parents of ^edently licensed^teenage drivers ftfel aljout traffic 
safety education effectiveness? ^ * 

2» To what„ extent are parents involved, in the learning' to drive process? 



3. How do paVents iteSl about specific issue 



s sui 



as course requirements, 



fee structures, an& restrictive licenses' 
Witlvln these parameters, a 22 question, one-page survey was designed by the 
state agency's Testing and Evaluation sectiou"and the Traffic Safety Education unit 



j*ith advice frotd the Department of' Licensing (DOL) 



Procedures 



> 



* ' It / 

*t p Two objectives were kept in mind as procedures were developed, /Sn effort i 

r was made to select a statewide sample of parents representing both public . school , 

and commercially trained students* Second, in keeping with tfte s tate 1 s» effort to 

h reduce paperwork, and #iot burden school district personnel with the data collection* 

' - *a process was selected that used a system other than .the public schools, ^ 

■* The task required interagency cooperation with the -DQjJ^ticensing stations* 

' Jh£ key link was the course" completion form — ,;a certificate issued by the state 

* : > education^ Agency through public, private, or .commercial schools. Ttue certificate 

^ verifies that a* TSE course has been satisfactorily completed and is surrendered 

- / to the DpL licensing station wh^n a driver's license J.s issued. The certificate 

I has a* urtique pumber, identifies the school from whidh the course was taken andv 
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The TSE survey of parents wars among the projects iit the third area,. Tiie survey 
* • i 

■ g • 

was planned and 'completed between: January 1982 and January, 1983/ This report^ 
describes che preliminary, findings from <the par-ent survey: * 

■ / * 

The Survey * * ■ t 



The survey was designed to address three brpad questions: 



1- How do pareirts of ^eiently licensed teenage drivers feel a^out traffic 
safety education effectiveness? ^ * 

2, To what* extent are parents involved. in the learning to drive proce^^? 

3, How do paVents jreel about specific issues su&as course requirements, 
fee structures, "ani restrictive licenses? 

WitKin these parameters, a 22 question,, one-page survey was designed by the 

state agency's Testing and Evaluation section and the Traffic Safety Education unit 

with advice from the Department of" Licensing (DOL) . * 

Procedures < , * ( \ * _^ 

' " I i * / 

Two objectives were kept in mind as procedures were developed. /Sn effort t 

was made to select a statewide sample, of parents representing both public .school 



and 



commercially trained Students. Second, in keeping with ttte state's* effort to 
r reduce paperwork, and jiot burden school district personnel with the data collection 
j a process was selected that used a system other than the public schools. 
^ The task required interagency cooperation with the -^Qjfsti censing stations. 

Jh£ key link was the course" completion form ™;a certificate issued by the state 

\ i ' f : - ' ^ ' ■ "■ 

> education'^gency through public* private, or .commercial schools, Ttus certificate 

* * ■ ' - v 

( verifies that a TSE course* has been satisfactorily completed and is surrendered 

Vo the DpL licensing station wh^n a driver's license Js issued- T^e certificate 

has a' unique gymber, identifies the school from whi£h the course was taken and-; 



provides licensing date, course completion date, arid tvQme address. It proved to 
be the perfect vehicle for selection of* the sample of parentis who would recede 
the survey, . , > V 

Certificates wjere collected at th4 57 DDL licensing stations during theynrost 
active months for new licensing — April, 'Mays and June, A ttftal'of t 10,760 useab'l 

certificates were collected and supplied tQ the state office, A 10 percent (1,076) 

* ,< * * * * 

* t 

random sample was drawn during the summer pf 1982, * Parents of these ^r^cently* 
licensed teenagers were mailed £ survey with a cover letter- f rom A the State Super- 
intendent of Public Instruction explaining the purpose pf this , special ^survey* 



T^he' initial tnaiiing was followed by a reminder- postcard to nonrespond^nts* 
'At the cutoff date a total of &36 resp^s^s had/ been received, Four of the * 
responses cobld not be used due to alteration of the'data processing number, t 
The total useable response rate was 77*percent* + . ' *. r ., 

' « * ^ • " ^ * % 

* The Respondents . v ^ ' A 

* The 332 v^lid feurveye were completed by 553 mother, 25S fathers/ and 24 

/ ' V ' * ' * ' < 1 

guardians. Seventy-seven percent of the*tespondents were* frpm vestfero Washington" 

^' *' : '"• . • ' ■ • "■ 

counties^ 23^percent lived/^ast of the Cascade -Mountaips* VirtuaMy all respon^ 

dents (99%) were drivers. The average number of years oi driving per respondent 

^ ^ " ■ - * * * - s • ** ^ 

was 25 years* \Almost all of" the respondenfs (99%) t reported driving ^a motor 

vehicle at least once per weejt«* The ma^rity of respondents (67%) had not taken 

a' traffic safety ed*cation £ou?5e* * ■ , ' 

Tq identify variables # Vbat may have prompted. variations in responses, parents 

i ■ ' * * ft * % * 

were asked additional questions, about their recently licensed teenager*^ The 
majority of parents (60%) reported tfrat thair child- wans Aicensad to drive within 



two months of completing a TSE pourse, 21 percent had waited from' three to five 

months, ( and 14 percent had waited six months to a year. Five percent had waited 

\ ■ 

a f.uil year before licensing- r - ^ * 

A _ ; ' 

A * The large marjority of feenagers (86%) were licensed cm their first) road * 

* • * * 

test attempt. Thirteen percent required two attempts ancNorie ^terpent required 

three or more attempts. ^ 

The parents of 55 teenagers (7%) reported that, their children had been in a, 

motor vehicle accident £ince J licensing, however, the majority, ,93 percent or 7^77 

students, were accident-free. Even feyer teenagers (&%} had received a traffic 

^citation for a violation other than ^parking tickets since licensing. Hinety- 

f our percent of the teenagefs had not been cited, ■ 9 * * ^ 

The survey allowed this sample of parents an opportunity to comment oh si^ 

issues ^elated to teepagers\^nd^ driving. The results are' summarized below. 



WHY DRIVE BEFORE AGE 18? a * , * 

> There are m?n£ factbrs that affect a teenager* s decision to abtain a license 
bef ow age 18, In an attempt to .categorize thefee factors, parents wer^ asked to 
indicate all of the reasons tftfct prompted this decision in their family. * Seven 
standardized Responses were provided. Leading the list.was "transportation to 
social and school events." Sixty percent of the respondents indicated this as a 



pbrtation to a job was the thi?d tanked factor with 46 percent of tfte parents 



reason for early .licensing. Forty-seven £ercer\t "saw no reason to wait." Trans- 
ports 

■ s - - - / 

responding.. Almost forty percent, of the parents indicated that they "did not want 

to chauffeur/* A little, over a third felt that the teenager's desire for indepen- 

ily trattSportatf 




dence ^as a factor. Family transportation was cited as a reason for 29 p 

of the respondents* ■ Only 12 percent of the parents felt that peer pressure was a 

* * • 

factor in licensing prior to age 18. # ■ ' ' 



Parents also were asked t</write,in any other reasons that prompted 
licensing before^ age The *factors*cited by parents included military service, 

teenager was a parent, "part of growing up,' 1 reward for good grades, ohurch / 

■ ■ * ^ • . . ■ ■ ■ ' - ' . 

activities, TO^a^t^-"-£^lJ^ge attendance at night, athletic practice ajid activities, 

. * ■ 
living in rural area, injured or ill parents, car pool to school, no public trans- 

portation available, and driving to a private or „ parochial high school. At least 

one parent added that once a driving age has been established in a family, it, is 

.difficult to change' the standards for younger siblings, 

HOW MUCH TIMET DO PARENTS SPEND HELP IMG TBEXft -TEENAGER LEARN TO DRIVE?' 

Approximately 89 percent of the respondents indicated that either one or both 

of the parents helped their teenage^leam to drive* In some cases, however, the 

f 

person responding to the survey was not the pajrent who provided assistance. This 
was the case for th© 5 percent who indicated zero hour$ of help- Of the 790 parenp 

* * \ ■ • ^ 

who reported sorae time, the niost frequently cited amount was 20 hours. By range, 
24 percent of the parent^ indicated 1-10 horirs.of assistance; 22 percent listed 

\ • - '■ 

11*20 hours, JEl^ven p&rcent sai^d thdy helped 21-30 hours. The 31-40 hour range 

\ . . . 

was the time range-listed by six percent cff the respondents. Twenty percent of * 
the parents indicated they helped 41 or moreli^g^ The range of hours for all 
respondents w#s from a low of one hour to a high or over 900 hours. The average 
amount of time spent by all parent respondents was 38 hours, 

WHAT* COURSE STANPXrDS SHOULD BE REQUIRED BEFORE LICENSING? ' \ 

In 1967 the Washington State Legislature raided the minimum driving age to 
18 but stipulated that persons between tjhe ages .of 16 anft 18 yeats of v age may 
also be licensed upon the successful jcompletion of an approved TSE coutse. 
(Chapter 167, Laws of 1967), 'The parents surVefted strongly agreed with this 
requirement, 'When asked whetrier a TSE course shouici continue to be required, 77 



* ■ - ^ 

v m 

v^; , ■ - .1 ~ 4 . * * - * 

percent ^tron^Zz/ Ggre&d with the continuation of the requirement and pother 

. « .19 perc«jifc agreed, ' , . 

- Parents al^ felt strop^ly oh the 'issue of requiring' a TSE bourse fpr all' ' 

neW^drive^s wdth 30, percent agreeing and 45 percent strongly agreeing that a 

course should be taHen by ^everyone. However; 69*percent of the respondents did 

not feel that a second advanced TSE course should b$ required. 

■ * * \ 

, A majority of parents were in agreement with the current standard of 15% 
years as the minintun age for taking driver education,. Sixt3y-one percent did 
not wafrt the age minimum raised to 16*5 years* Only a third of the respondents V 
' i C 34%) agreed that the , age requirement' needed to be raised. 

' ■ > 

DO PARENTS ' FEEL TRAFFIC SAFETY EDUCATION COURSES ARE EFFECTIVE? 

Parent Respondents were overwhelmingly in agreement with , statements, relating 
TSE courses to improved |iriver performance. When asked if their teenagers knew 
highway rules and regulations as a result of a TSE course, 39 percent strongly 

agreed and 56 percent agreed* only 3, percent disagreed, 

i * * 

The respondents also felt strongly" about the relationship of TSE and the 

^ , 

safe operation of a vehicle. Ninety-two percent of the parents agreed tliat 
\ - 
( their teenagers knew how to operate a motor vehicle safely as a result of a TSE 

course, " Only S^ercent disagreed or had no opinion on this question, ' > 

' K . ■ * 

SHOUIJ) PROBATIONARY OR RESTRICTED LICENSES BE REQUIRED? ■ 

■ * / . 

* ^Parents were generally in favor of a probationary driver*s license for 16 

and 17 year olds. When asked how they f^lt ^bout a probationary license that 

cduld be taken away for poor road performance or violations, 37 p'ercent of the 
\ * ' 1 

respondents etrongly agreed with this idea^ and another 33 percent agreed) twenty- 
five percent disagreed* and -5 percent had 1 no opinion. * 

* > 
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However, less thafi one-th*ird of the respondents (31%) felt that pefsons 
under age 18 should receive; a restricted license which would not allow them to 
drive between the hours of midnight and 6 a.m. Nearly two-thirds (64%) of the 
parents opposed the 12 a,m, to 6 _ajjn-^$res,tr£ction, * %* - . 4 



shouLd the traffic safety education fee structure be altered? 

t - ' 

In 1981 a financial profile of TSE* costs revealed that the state reimburse- 

) ' * ■ ' \ ^ 

raent was $1^2 per student. Washington State school distri£t!^ are not required 
to charge an additional fee for the TSE program, howeverf » %oit distriGts (90%) 

do charge. The same profile showed that in Washington state the fee charged to 

* J 

studerfft ranged f^rom zero to $§0 with 'an average student fee ok $22, 

, * * 

The survey participants were.asked to report the fee their teenager was 

«v* * 

assessed for *he ^public high school TSE course. Seven hundred thirty-eight parents^ 
responded within a fee. range and an additional 34 persons reported that no fee was 
charged. Fourteen respondents did not know the amount of thefee. The parents 
reporting a fee also were asked whether* they felt the fee was too high, just 
right, or too low, t The reported fees cross-tabulated with the Respondents feeling 
about the appropriateness of ttjose fees *is, presented in Table 1, , * - 

Regardless of the fee paid, 67 percent; of the respondents felt the fee was 

4 

an appropriate one,* Thirty-one percent felt the fee they p&id wa*s too high, 

two percent felt the fee was too low. Over half of Zhe respondents 1 C58%) paid' 

* i 

■ i 

a fee which ranged from, $31 to $60, \ - ^ * 

i 4 

T The cross-tabulation of fee and feeling of appropriateness, of fee showed 

* * , t V J * 

that the highest response fo£ a favorable fee range was $31 to $^5; 20 percent * 
fell into this category. This was closely followed by the $16 to $30 category 
and the $46 to $60 category. The boxed-in area on Table 1, representing the fee 
range of $1'6 to $60 accounted for 54 percent of the total response on this question. 
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Table 1 



V 



Reported TSE Course Fee and Parent View of Appropriateness 

\ * ' Total Number 



Reported Fee 


" Too High 


Jugt Right 


Too 


i 


& Percentage 


1.00 - 15.00 . 


4" '(12) 


51 ' 


(7%) 


. 5 


(1% 


60 


(9%) 


16.00 - 30.00 ' 


24, (3%) 


I— 

133 


(18%) 


3 


(<!l%) 


160 


/(21%) • 


31.))0 - 45.00 


60 (8%) 


152 


(20%) ' 


' 3 


(<1%) 


215 


(29%) 


46.00 - 60.00 


?3 (13%) , 


' 123 


(16%) 


* 0 


(0%) 


216 


(29%) 


61. 00 - 75:00 " 


36 (5%) 


28 

• 


^4%) 


1 


(<=1%) 


65 


(9%) 


76.00 or more 1 

* 


11- (1%) 


4 


(1%) 


. 0 


(0%) 


, 15 


(2%) 


i * 

No' fee 


0. (0%) 


2 


<<n) 


0 


co%) , 


2 


(<1%) 


Don't know 


.0 


5 


.£1%). 


• 0 


<0%) . 


5 


\ (1%) 



Total number* 

* ** 
& Percentage** 



228 



31% 



* Actual number, of responses 
**Percentage of total responses 



498 



67%. 



12 



't 



< 



2% 



1 » 



738 



100% 



On another question, parents were^a&ked if the studefit fees were justified 

t j K 

for -TSE courses, 47 percent of the respondents strongly agvced y an additional 5\ 
percent agreed and 24 percent felt student fees were not an appropriate irfeans.to 
finance TSE courses. Eight percent had no 'opinion on this iss^ue, Of those r 

parents who -felt the fee was too high, ovej: half (56%) still agreed that some fees 

v * * ' 

were appropriate. ' x * i *■ 

- - - f *■ 

SUMMARY ' . ' — ' v * 

5 v a 

^Washington State parents of recently licensed teenage drivers — 

V ' ^ * \ * 

* Support the current requirement that requires- a TSE course'prior to* licensing, 

* " \ 

* Do not feel that a second advanced 'course'* is necessary- J , 

* Believe that TSE has been, instrumental in helping their £eenagei*s know 
highway rules and regulations. » , 

Believe ^0lat TSE has been instrumental in helping^ their ,te pagers operate v 
a motor* vehicle in a safe iqanner- * f 

* Support -Che idea of a probationaify license for 16 and^ 17 year olds that y 
could be taken away for citations for poor performance. , 

c ' ' ' 

* Do not support a restrictive license which would not* a&ow 16 and 17 year 
olds to drive between midnight and 6 a-m. v ♦ 

* Do not believe students should be required to wait to age 16^ before 

1 *\ being allowed to take aJFSE.ficiurse. .* . t m ' 

* Helped their teenager learn to drlvie, Spending a{i average of 38 hours in 
the, effort. * ( ^ * 4 - 

-> > . # ■ . - ^! \ 

* Are, willing to pay part of the cost of a^TSE course^with a student fee. , 

Feel the most appropriate fee falls in the $31 - $45 jrange. . ' 

. ■ : 'i \ v <> 

"" * T * J _ ■ ■ * 

'For more information about, the Traffic Safety Education Farent^ purvey 

contact: , \ 1 x 

H ' . v \'.*\ t 

\ s Dr v Gary Bloomf ield 1 - 

' - * traffic Safety EducatiQn s "£rograifi 

Superintendent. of Public \Inst£uctiqn ' . 
. ^ * Old Capitbl £uii'ding FG-11 
^ " • Olympi'a, 1 Vashtngtpn 985,04' 
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